I has been amended to clarify the features ti.ere..,:, : 
dependent claims 1 have been presented which f:r 

j . : i o i e a t ures of the: p r <v s e n t i n v e n t A o n . 

-,: ; . i- v -<-•►.-< t th ; '* d * "awi *~ f T ob^ec*" i ~>n c; h v c- a <\ v :\ * -", 

reference characters "o" and "26", by tne proposed amendment 
to the drawings, Fig. 3 has teen amended to change to "2i' 

in accordance with the description in tne specification, sc.::. 
that this drawing ob j e :: t i :>n should now ce overcome. open 
approval cr the drawing corrections submitted herewith and 
those submitted on March 6, 2000, which are responsive to the 
Notice of Dr af t spersons Patent Drawing F eview, the Growings 
should be considered to be in compliance with 3™ CFR 1.84 and 
formal drawings incorporating such proposed changes w.ll be 
submitted in accordance with the procedures provided therefor 

Turning to claim 1, applicants note that tnis claim nas 
been amended to define the feature that the absclut e values c 
differential values of the flattened ref lectance curve in a 

i -i — ri-i +- v- r ^,-i.-p "ftn nrr - 19,0 nm grfi eaua l to or less 

than 2 . As described at page 7, lines : 4- 1-E :>f the 
specification, the reflectance of the anti-reflection film is 
e x t *' r e s > e c j as a luntnar.ee rcioc-sncft/ ^.sicu is an area 
:urve obtained by mult : paying the reflectance or the _u.m in 

~- e n s 1 1 1 v ; lxes u l ljic .! ^af-c _ ~ v e •■■ <-* « ^ x e . i - . , _ . . - — - — 

connection with Fig. 2 of the orawings :>f this application, -- 
race 14 of the specification, a Braun-t jbe navmg a i-at 



1 i r. c characteristic was manufactured a : i d absol ut«.r ■.' . 

trie cajcuiated differential,? of the reflectance cu r '/•..• 
ouuai tc or less than 2. As described at page "s A , Lir.*-." . "- -■ •■ 
•- - : -v.- * i p •"'a t ion. , the differential of i~h<= r^f 1 ^r.i pi* - . or- i .-: 
reoreser.ted by tne slope of the reflectance curve 14 in I-'ig. 
2, out t.he differential of the reflectance can aisc be 
obtained by differentiating the reflectance Detained by a 
s pect ror hot "me t e r :>r by using a differentiating prcgram oi 
spectrophotometer (U3500 made by Hitachi, Ltd.). Applicants 
note that absolute values of differential values of the 
flattened reflectance curve in the visible light region of 330 
n:r, - 78''- nn being equal to or less than 2, represents a 
variation of the differential values within a range of 
+ 2 to -2, i.e. 121. As noted above, clairr. 1 has been amended 
to recite the visible light regie n f cr the flattened 
ref lee t ..i n c e c u r v e . 

The rejection of claim 1 under 35 U.5.C. §102 (e) as being 
_ _ x. i _j ... +. -i V-., -, vam3 ^t- nic s q 4 v , ~. 1 c o and the reiectic.o of 

claim 2 under 35 U.S.C. §103 (a) as being unpatentable over 
jvama et ai m view o_ icon ei. <a_ ilm .j , ^ , - ■>■ - .^.<~* ' -- •• — • — 

y- ^ v \ f t /■"• i-i cr la i r" *h \/ I S 6 d I F. S O tar ' i S 



are applicable to the present claims, ana 

• . i .-. _ 1 , ■£ *- \~. ,-. v- y. - i" t- -i n = =i t i=i rpcrpr!" f',; i I '.,* *' F 1 < ) 

iiinUI dWdi J i- Ciit- ic_-:^Lxvii^ ^j--- - --wj^v,— j 

t ,. <-, - - — *- -a <~ r ~ 1 i >ar.t q t- -, t~ e. -}-,.= t si[1S ^ — 1 2 

.na in this application at tne time of the issua:. 

:3, 2 001, ana it is noted that 



Ti a V e 



■cted over th< 



.- s ; . r.--: r ir^aicated above. Since no stated re j ect i oris :.. : .: 
-12: appear in the Office Artion, applicants subnit that 



■^^ L. _ -i- j 



la i ins 3-12 are :.or,si dereo to be in condition f 



,owan« ■• 



As to the requirements t: support a rejection under 3 
. c . "3102, reference 1 is made to the decision of In re 



pointed out that anticipation under 35 U.S.C. §102 requires 
that each and every element as set forth in the cl aim is 
found, either expressly or inherently descr ibed in a single 



a .' " t r6ic 



clones . As ncted bv the 3D 



pr: 



reference does not expressly set forth a particular element o; 
the claim, that reference still may anticipate if the element 
is "inherent" _n its disclosure . To establish inherency, toe 
extrinsic evidence "must make clear that the missing 

_i v-r- *- ■ - +• ■ >=. ~ "i C rifi^^ o = r i "! • ' r.raSPnf 1 p thP t h i Pj ll 

UtISCllpLlVC lUOvLtl J-O l - ->- -J- - j- t- _ _ ^ - _ -1. -J.-nij 

described in the reference, and that it would be so recognize! 
bv Persians of :r:iinary skill." Moreover, the court pointed 



i fine re 



V- r CO dCi -i. x u 



e s c r d cssiDi 1 1 1 l e s . i J i e mere ^ a i_. l i. i i n i o 



i icient . 



With reaard to the requirements to supper 
35 U.S.C. 51C3, reference is made to tne 



j. :> 



:. i .*•;*: eci cut that the PTO has the burden under -vlO 'i to 
ostabl ish a prima facie case of obviousness and car. satis.*'"/ 
:: r.is burden cnly by showing s« :me objective teaching in the 
prior art or that .-:now ledge generally available to one of 
ordinary s<iii in the art wou-.c« Lead that individual to 
combine the relevant teachings of the references . As noted L 
the court, whether a particular combination might be "obvious 



;. r y is no c a ±og 1 i, ima _e ^--sl. pa „eu .dii ^. .l i v ai;u 

obviousness cannot be established by combining the teachings 
of the prior art to produce the claimed invention, absent some 
teaching or suggestion supporting the combination. As further 
noted by the court, one cannot use hindsight reconstruction to 
pick and choose among isolated disclosures in the prior art to 
deprecate the claimed invention. 

Turning to the rejection of claim 1 over Oyama et al, 
irrespective of the position set forth by the Examiner, the 
reflectance shown in Figure 10 of oyama et al indicates that 
the minimum reflectance is less than 1%, but the reflectance 
increases rapidly in the region of wavelength less than 4 50 



... t ]._.:... . t- }-. ; ^ •.- ^ ^ « , j v +- Ki rj ' !! Ci t { )'■■/ ATT),—, et a ! , Ol T 

' • • ■ s were : a c u 1 a t e d o v a ,- ' : i 1 c u 1 a t L o n p r o g r a m o f 
see or rophc tome tier as describe 1 .: at page 7 of the speci 
of this a pplication, a n d the results shewn in the a 1 1 
r_oure 1 were obtained . In accordance with the resu. 



in a ;:anqe of + 2 t o -2 i n t r. e v i s i r 



wavelength range of 380-780 nrr. . More particularly, the 

_j ; v- -,i r » i o f O'/a^a .= 1- = 1 in t- h vi di hi - 1 in'rt 



of 3 8 0-4 50 have a value greater than -2 such that Oyama e: a 
fails to provide the olaimed features of claim 1, as amended 
in the sense of 35 r J . 3 . C . §102. 

For comparison purposes, the reflectance and the 



"i i I" t e r e n 1 1 



m j- ij. '_. 



■. f_ +• pr.-.cgnr t_ n \r r\ v t_ q p, ;"j 3 _ rj j i fj '. 1 ; ; ; ; . 

same manner are indicated in the attach ed Figure 2. 

The feature of the anti-reflection film of the present 
invention are the anti-reflection film does not cause the 
rapid increase of the reflectance in the low wavelength 
region; the anti -reflection function is obtainable m a:, cr.< 
-? j s -1 bie iirjht region; the ant i-ref iectior. film having a high 
performance ran be prepared; and a significant!:/ conspicuous 
display having a small, outer light reflection is realizea. 
-rv:_._„ j „ r, r cl a n ■'" c with tne recited features of claim 1, t n 

present invention provides "a flattened reflectance curve, c 
which absolute values of differential values in a visible 

region of 300 nm '-'8 0 nrr are equal to or loss than /" 
.•D - icants submit that claim, 1, as amenoec, patontaoiy 



H ' I": U uli I i 1 



n a c: (i. r~ 



::d should be considered allowable thereover. 
■» ' - — n ^^05 rd to tne 



O _ • ci - i . i 



:_aim 



C. §132 or in the sense of 35 U.S.C. §1j3. 

Furthermore, the absorption films of Oyama et al and 
'- ai are films having a lumi.no us transmic.tar.ee equal to ' 
=ss than 3 0* in all the visit le light region. In 
:r.tradi s: inct ion, the absorption film of the present, 
went ion is a film having a base line of the luminous 



a p p r o x 1 m a t e 1 y -4 
o f r h e a r a w inqs 



J nm, c o _•■ .nm, and o; 1 . nm, as sr. own m Fig. . 
of this application. The luminescent spent 
can be made sharp by absorbing unnecessary portions of the 
luminescent spectrum by the absorption film. Therefore, a 
display device having a preferable contrast can be made wit; 



Turning t :> Itou et al, applicants note that Itou et al 
differs significantly from the present invention in that the 
absorption film of 1 1 ou et al is coated onto the inner plane 
or Bruu.o-tube glass wr.ereas tne aosorpt i or. film of one orese; 
invent i. on is seated onto the outer plane of surface of the 
display to Eraun-tube glass . In this manner, the Bra un- Lube 
nr. be manufactured readily with a low cost. Ano trier 



i.T.a et al is in reflectance and differential values. 
. e n t of ^ t o u et a.^ is silent with res o act to ref — ect 



.-j ._ 



' kj ... w •— r=r 



reflectance of t he absorption film is indicated i r. th 
1 1 it c h e d Figure :• . Because the refractive index of the t 
i q n i f 1 c a r. 1. 1 y with t h e w a v e Ler.qt h w h i c h q ener a t 



;minous absorption, the ar.ti-refl.ec 



i— t" i r\t~> Film Vi 



3in r' 



structure ut ill zinc the difference 



■ ,i v d c 



o e ei 



- 'JO "1 1 



"he absorption film is to a t eo onto the surface of the gi< 
the reflectance car. not be controlled i.n all the visible 
region, because the refractive index of the absorption f. 
differs from that of the glass. A relationship of liqht 
absorption and refractive index is shown in the attached 



: ght , varies remarkably in the aosorced wavelength reg 1 .... 
wing to the variation of the refractive index, the ar.t: - 
-of lection film using a laminated structure can net contr 
r.s reflect an because tnc- variation of the refractive 
.-• significant at. the aosorption recti on of the film.. As 
c-suit, reflection prevent ion i.n all -jf the visible light. 
: tn i s not achieved. If the absorption peak is sharp, 

' cord of reflectance is difficult with the selective 



;., u ot a! and Oyair.a et ai W : t ri regaro " 1 '.no a . 

; -je.s -and r'np ^hsnrhi ni of r.he selective light at the 
wavelength of -15 0 ran, 5 70 r.m and 650 nm as recited in ciairr. 
ana makes it possible to prevent reflection in all of t.ne 
visible light region. Accordingly, .a display device having 
small cater liaht reflection and a preferable contrast can b 
r; r o video . 

Applicants farther n :>te that if a laminated iiim o: S:„ 
conductive layers as an anti-reflection film, and an 
absorption film are simply laminated to form a three layered 
structure, the variation of the refractive index of the 
absorption film creates problems, and reflection prevention 
all the "isible light region is impossible. The present 
invention, however uses a metallic film as a conductive turn 
and makes it possible to provide film having a small 
reflectance in all of the visible light region even if the 
film has a selective at sorption of tr.e visible light . As 
ccirteo out ab:>ve, the cited act cannot be properly comb; no:: 
- r -..~. + v-.-i v c; : i i *- ^1 r\ t" i -1 ."i m fo i x\ 3. t" i o n does v. v Drovidc trie tl B LI 1 t e ci 

_ t a •- u r tr .r> w l w± J mi -l any -j.qj.iu • * ■_ j j — — • ■ >- — -■- — — - • •-- ■ - • 

■ _ '- :- ; ee ; r. - a Fine, s j p r a . Ti". us, applicants suorr.it 
■ _ x i ~ r i c a t e n t ably d i s t i n qui shes over the cited art a n o s n o ■. 
re considered allowable at this time. 



Wit h r^SD^ct. U; Cxd ins .i-~2, as pointed oot J ~ / - 

. ■,- ; . . • ott-d.:* i nr. .or allowance, ny the p: -j::.-.-:. ■ 

rippenoent- rlaims 13-18 have been presented, which; fur. 
aefine features of the present invention and applicants s 
that such dependent claims should also be considered alio 
- ■ T" — r~ - a t l m e . 



n vic^. <_ x- i- 



he above amendments and remarks, applica- 



submit that ail claims present rn this application sh: 1 u i : 
ce in condition for allowance/ and issuance c £ ar. act. on 
favorable nature is courteously solicited. 

To the extent necessary, applicant's petition for an 
extension of time under 37 CFF 1.136. Please charge any 
shortage in the fees due in connection with the filing of 
cacer, including extension o t time fees, to Deposit Account 
Nc. 01-2135 (503.37677X00) and please credit any excess fe 
to such deposit account. 

F esoe ct fully submitted, 



Meivin Kraus 
Registration No . 22,4 66 
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m 23 aw 2! 

VE fiSIQyf' WITH MARKINGS TO SHOW CHANGES MADE 
IN THE TITLE OF THE INVENTION: 

Please amena the title or the invention Lo: 
A DISPLAY APPARATUS WITH A MULTI-LAY F.R ABSORPTION 
CONDUCTION AND PROTECTION FILM 



IN THE SPECIFICATION: 

— h _ t . „ -J * ■• W v. n >- /-» v- r-. 1~. Koninn-nn ,lf 1 i HP 2 0 

tr a O e 1 -i r UicdSic diiitii i*-* uii'_ i_ o a. ~ -3 — 1 — * - ■ ' =? 

as follows: 

Then, a fine particle Ag-Pd dispersion liquid was applie 
by a spin coating method at 160 rpm and dried at 60°C for 5 
minutes, to laminate an Ag-Pd film 10 onto the Si0 2 film 9 
containing a coloring material. Finally, silica sol was 
applied by a spin coating method at 160 rpm and dried at 60 'C 
for 5 minutes, to form a SiO, film 11. 

IN THE CLAIMS: 

Please amend claim 1 as follows: 

1. (amended) A display apparatus comprising a film on 

display plane, wherein said film has: 

a luminous t ransmi ttance equai >.«_ ur uuin 

a luminous reflectance equal to or loss than 2%, and 

a flattened reflectance curve, of which absolute values 

of differential values in a visible light rea icn of 380 nm - 

-i Q Q nm are equal to or less than 2. 
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